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liave alluded, which plainly indicate that there are
second causes at work; the second involves an obsti-
nate shutting of the eyes to the fact that there are
phenomena which there does not seem to be the
slightest prospect of our being able to refer to any
such explanation.

Between the two limits of what we can explain,
in the sense of referring it to a proximate cause, and
what it seems impossible that we should ever be
able to explain by reference to proximate causes,
there lies a very wide region of unexplored country.
Our ignorance of what may lie in this region does
not authorise us to discard what appear, at least at
first sight, to be such evident indications of design as
we meet with in organised beings; to assume that
these must be explicable by second causes of which
we are ignorant, but which, if we knew them, would
show the apparently designed results followed inevi-
tably from certain simple postulates into the origin
of which perhaps we do not care to look.

There was a time when each species, at least each
well-defined species as distinguished from what might
be regarded as a variety, was regarded as the outcome
of a distinct and independent creative act, and it
seemed irreverent to call this in question. This
extreme assumption, made in accordance with the
supposed requirements of theism, introduces a gratui-
tous difficulty iu the way of theism itself. We